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REMARKS upon the Right Ho- 
nourable the Lord Lanidowne's 
LETTER, &C. 


AD I been fortunate enough to have ac- 
quired a Name in the Polite or Learned 
World, that might add ſuch a Dignity to 

whatever ſhould be publiſhed under it, as that of the 

Lord Lanſdowne juſtly does, I would not have con- 

cealed it upon this Occaſion: As it is, I muſt 

wholly rely upon the Weight of the Things them- 
ſelves, which I ſhall offer by way of Remarks 
upon his Lordſhip's Letter. It is not indeed ad- | 
dreſt to Me; but as Friendſhip and Kindred are Einer, page 

both allowed to be frong Des to engage one 12 4 

Man in the Defence of another, whom he thinks 

not apparently in the wrong, I ſhall make no 

ſcruple to acknowledge that one or both of theſe 

are my Motives for anſwering this Moble Writer, * 

whoſe great Abilities would otherwiſe have de- 

A 2 terred 


641 
terred me from ſuch an Undertaking: but as he 


Lt. p 24 himſelf is pleaſed to ſay, The Greater the Autbo- 


Lett. p. 30. 


Lord Lanſ- 
downe's 
Works, p. 
459. 460. 
479- 


Lets. p. 30. 


Burnet's 
Hiſt. of his 


91.159. 


rity, the more dangerous the Miſtale. As I am 
only concerned for the Character of Biſhop Bur- 


net, I ſhall wholly confine my ſelf to what re- 


lates to him, leaving all other Parts of the Letter, 
to the Conſideration of the Author of The Reflec- 
tions Hiſtorical and Political, to whom it is ad- 
dreſt: My Defign, to uſe his Lordſhip's Words, 
not being to enquire into Faults, but to clear Inno- 
Cence. 

I ſhall not therefore take notice of the very 
harſh Cenſures paſt upon the Biſhop, in the No- 
ble Lord's Vindication of General Monk, for not 
adopting the Account of the Sale o Dunkirk, 
given in D' Eftrade's Letters: Since his Lordſhip 
is candidly pleaſed to own it was a Miſtake, he 
was led into from the Date of the Publication o 
the Hiſtory: D'Eſtrade's Letters appeared ſeveral 
Tears before the Publication, but not till after the 
Biſhop's Death : So that there is room for Excuſe, 


fo far as it tends to clear my Lord Clarendon; but 


in finding * for that Noble Lord, an 
was the neceſſity of charging an Innocent Man ? 
Truly, unlefs he believed Fim ſo, an abſolute 
One. The Biſhop does not pretend to any per- 
ſonal Knowledge of the Tranſactions in England, 


ewnTiwme, p. during the firf twelve Tears of King Ns $ 
| eign, 
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Reign, otherwiſe than from the Information of 
Perſons of Rank and Character, who were con- 
cerned in Them. The Affair of the Sale of Dun- 
kirk he relates partly from the Mouth of Duke 
Schomberg, as to the Advice he gave the King 
privately in reſpe& to that matter; and partly 
from the Mouth of the Earl of Clarendon's Son; 
who could not poſſibly acquit his Father from 
having a hand in a Negotiation, carried on whilſt 
He was at the Head of the Miniſtry, but by point- 
ing out ſome other Man of Figure and Credit, 
who gave into it. If therefore General Monk 
was this Man, Dr. Burnet was bound to charge 
it on him, or elſe He muſt have ſuppreſt a Part 
of that Account, which he profeſſedly gave as 
the Relation of another; and then indeed his 


Work would have been daringly dedicated to the Land Land © 
God of Truth. The Noble Lord is pleaſed to ne 


think that the Biſhop's Account of this Matter 7s err TY 

a heap of Contrarietys and a flagrant Inſtance of tvid. 

Prejudice. The Military Men, ſays that illuf- 

trious Prelate, were corrupted with French Mo- 

ney. It had been better to have repeated the 

Prelate's own Words, which are, The Military Burners 

Men, who were believed to be corrupted byFrance, Hiſt. p. 172. 

faid the Place was not tenable. The Noble Lord 

proceeds, Was it likely the Military Men ſhould Lora Lan- 
adviſe disbanding themſelves and giving up the gan 5 


ONLY 460. 


66) 


ONLY remaining Place, where there could be any 


Pretence for preſerving a Body of Troops? That 
the few Military Men, who by their Station would 
probably be conſulted on ſuch an Occaſion, might 
(if corruptible) have more Money offered them, 
to ſay the Place was not tenable, than they could 
ever hope perſonally to gain by the keeping of it, 
is to me no ſuch glaring Abſurdity. That by 
ſuch an Opinion they in Effect adviſed their own 
disbanding, is by no means evident. The Noble 
Writer knows that King Charles and King James 
kept their Armies on foot, at times when they 
had no Foreign Fortreſs to ſerve as a Pretence; and 
indeed how could it ſerve any farther than for 
keeping up a number of Troops ſufficient for its 
Garriſon? Was there one ſingle Company ca- 
ſhiered upon the Sale of Dunkirk ? Does His 
Lordſhip forget that Tangier was a new-acquired 
Place, where there was a Pretence for keeping up 


a Body of Troops? The next Abſurdity the Noble 


Lord Lays Writer diſcovers, is, That nobody but Monſieur 


downe's 


Works, 
1.459. 


ScHñOu BERG, à FOREIGNER 1 1 Birth, and 
(by way of Excellence I ſuppoſe he means it) a 
CaLvinisT in Religion, appeared to have the 
Intereſt of England at heart. If his Lordſhip 
had been pleaſed to have uſed the Biſhop's own 


Words, he might have faved himſelf the trou- 


ble of ſuppoſing his —_— Dr. Burnet 
| "wm 


E F-] 


ſays He was a GERMAN by Birth; and a Call- Bier 
VINIST in Religion; which was a remarkable. 17. 
Circumſtance, and accounts for his ſerving in 
Holland and France where Calviniſin prevailed, 
rather than in his native Country, where moſt of 
the Proteſtants were either Lutherans or of the 
 Augsburgh Confeſſion. The Biſhop, who in all 
his Writings was a profeſt Arminian, would ne- 
ver have called a Man a Calviniſt by way of Ex- 
cellence, though he might by way of Diſtinction : 
Were this meant as an inſinuation that He was a 
Friend to Presbytery, the Noble Writer has miſt 
his Aim, fince that and Calvini/m have no fort . 
of Connection: the latter is a meer Speculative 
Point of Faith, nota little favoured in the Thirty- 
Nine Articles of our Church : the former a meer 
Point of Order and Diſcipline. But let us return 
to the Yindication, where the Noble Lord is 
pleaſed to argue againſt what the Biſhop relates 
from Duke Schomberg's own Mouth. Was it Low 1.4: 
likely that General ScHomBtRrG, 4 801 DIE RM, 
os FORTUNE, engaged in the Service of France, o. 459-459 
and whoſe w HOLE DRTEN DANCE was upon the 
Favour of that Court, ſhould be ſo NF AIT H- 
FUL 70 his TRUST, and ſuch an Enemy to him- 
ſelf, as to Dare fingly to oppoſe what his Maſter i 
had ſo much at heart? Was it probable That a | 
Man, whoſe Glory and future Eſtabliſhment de- 
pended. 


pended upon the Succeſs of his Expedition to Por- 
tugal, ſhould take ſo much pains to prevent the 
only Expedient for a preſent Supply to proceed in 
that Adventure? Was it likely that there ſhould 
not be one Engliſhman in the whole Council, who 
had the Intereſt of England ſo much at heart as a 
Foreigner? This SoLDIER or FoRTUNE, avow- 
edly the Third General in Europe, and ſcarce 
inferiour to the other Two, Conde and Turenne, 
was too much courted by all the greateſt Princes 
of Chriſtendom to enter into their Service, ever 
to depend wholly upon the Smiles of any one 
Court: A Stranger made a Martchal of France, 
Conde (Earl) in Portugal, and General of all their 
Forces, Governour of Pruſſia, Miniſter of State, 
and Generaliſſimo of the EleQor of Brandenburgh's 
Armies, and ſo employ'd and eſteemed by King 
William, as to deſerve a Dukedom, with a noble 
Income in England; is ſuch a SoLDieER or 
ForTUNE, as ſcarce any Age has produced. 
Can therefore a Man, who voluntarily quitted 
the French Service upon the Repeal of the Edict 
of Nantes, be faid to have his whole Dependance 
on the Favour of the Court of France? Can a 
Man, who was no ways employed to negotiate 
the Sale of Dunkirk, or intruſted with the Secret 
of that Affair, be ſaid to have proved unfaithful 
zo his Truſt ? Can this Noble Lord, who is pleaſed 


to 


45900 


to have ſuch a Veneration for the Memory of 
King Charles, conceive ſo cruel a thought of Him, 
as that a Foreign General ran any Riſque, of be- 
ing ſacrificed to the Reſentments of Lewis XIV. 
for his faithful and honeſt Advice (not faid or pre- 
tended to be given in a Council, where he could 
have no Seat, but) in private Converſation with His 
Majeſty ? Can the future Eftabliſhment of a Man, 
be ſaid to depend on the Expedition to Portugal, 
who quitted all the Honours and Riches they 
there heaped upon Him, upon their preferring 
the Opinion of two of their own Generals (the 
Marqueſs of Marialva and Conde of St. Juan) 
to his? Was not the Parliament at that time fo 
ready in granting Money for the Support of the 
Crown in all its Wars and Alliances, that in 
an Affair of ſuch Importance to our Trade, as 
preventing the Union of Spain and Portugal, it 
may be ſafely affirmed that the Sale of Dunkirk 
was not the only Expedient to raiſe Money for ſuch 
a Service? It Military Men ſaid the Place was 
not tenable, who more proper to inform His Ma- 
jeſty, whether it were ſo or not, than ſo experi- 
enced a Soldier as Monſieur Schomberg ? The Bi- 
ſhop, nor no one elle ever faid, That He had the 
Intereſt of England, conſidered as a Nation, at 
heart; but if he looked upon Us as the Head of 
the Proteſtant Intereſt in Europe, if He thought 
that by the Maintenance of Dunkirk we ſhould 

. he B have 
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have ſuch an Influence over the Affairs of the 


Continent, as might enable Us to ſupport the 
Hugonots in France, and the Reformed in Ger- 
many ; What Engliſhman, in or out of the Coun- 
cil, can be ſuppoſed more ſtrenuous for retaining 
it, than a Foreign Proteſtant, who ſacrificed the 
HigheſtDignities and Preferments, whenſoever they 
came in Competition with the zrue Interefts of his 
Religion? As to what is mention'd, That the Ba- 
ile would have been the leaſt Puniſhment of the 
Advice he is ſuppoſed to have given King Charles, 
I muſt remind His Lordſhip, That Duke Schom- 
berg was no Subject of Lewis the XIVth: That 
Foreign Troops and Foreign Officers were fre- 
quently employ'd in that Monarch's Service, but 
as they came into it upon Terms, ſo theſe were 
always religiouſly obſerved. It was that Prince's 
Intereſt to obſerve them ; and a Foreigner in his 
Army (excluſive of Martial Diſcipline) had no- 
thing to apprehend, if he was unacceptable, but 
his Di/charge, which this Great Man of his own 
Accord demanded. I might now in my Turn 
ask, What is become of this Fumble of Wild In- 
coherent Slander, of all this Heap of Contrarieties, 
flagrant Inflances of Prejudice, Invention, &c. 
But I chooſe rather to admire the Noble Writer, 
than indulge my ſelf in imitating him on this 
Occaſion. L 
The 
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(x) 
The Second Matter of Fact, upon which 
Dr. Burnet's Veracity is called in queſtion, in the 
Vindication of General Monk, is the Affair of 
King Charles's Marriage with the Infanta of Por- 
tugal And though the Noble Writer, in his Let- 
ter, is content to withdraw his firſt Charge of 
Dr. Burnet's bearing falſe Teftimony in relation to Lord Land 
the Sale of Dunkirk, yet he is pleaſed to affirm, — g 
That the Biſhop fell continues involved in the Re-\ 41% 
fection of WII TUI ERROR in the Caſe of they. zo, 31. 
Portugal Match, that was a Point of Hiſtory 
cleared up long before. I ſhould be glad to know 
how or when, for his Lordſhip: will ſcarce adopt 
the Authority of Anthony Wood to clear up one 
Point of Hiſtory for him, when it makes againſt 
him in another, for which the Author of The Re- *- 
flefions alone quoted it. Wood indeed makes the 
Earl of Clarendon the Contriver of this Marriage; 
but Roger Coke Eſq; and from him Dr. Kenner 
acquit that Earl, both of this Match, (if a Match 
ſo proper, in the Noble Writer's Opinion, requires 
an Acquittal) and of the Sale of Dunkirk: Arch- 
deacon Fchard not only in this Matter agrees 
with them, but charges both theſe Tranſactions 
upon the Duke of Albemarle. But how unlucky 
would it be if the poor Prelate ſhould be found | 
to ſay nothing of the Portugal Match, but what | 
the Noble Lord himſelf avows ? Let us hear the 


. . 1 Lord Lanſ- 85 | 
Charge as it ſtands in The Vindication :- < He-isdowns; ; . 
B 2 ce as Works, 


p 4957496. 


Letter, p.31. 


Burnet's 
Hiſt. p. 166. 
167. 


(12 ) 


(c as affirmative as in the Sale of Dunkirk; begins 


« with abuſing the King according to Cuſtom, 
« and concludes the Marriage to have been 
« Monk's doing; He was told ſo by Sir Robert 
« Southwell, and that it was managed by a Por- 
« tugugſe Few. Here the Doctors differ, and 
« yet quote the ſame Authority. The Reverend 
« Hiſtorian (i. e. Echard) had it from Sir Robert's 
« Manuſcript, That the Portugal Ambaſſadour 
« propoſed it; The Right Reverend has it from 
« Sir Robert's Mouth that it was a Portugueſe Few : 
« His Word is produced againſt his Hand: It ts 
« a bad ſign when Witneſſes on the ſame fide 
« difagree. Might I not here retort his Lord- 
ſhip's own Words; You triumph too much: Be- 
lieve me You are too extreme in your Remarks ? 
I wiſh He had been pleaſed to have uſed Dr. Bur- 
nets own Words. They are as follows; „ The 
« Houſe of Portugal only remained to furniſh 


« Him (i. e. King Charles) with a Wife among 


« the Crowned Heads. Monk began to hearken 
« to a Motion made him for This by a Few, that 
« managed the Concerns of Portugal. Monk 

« was the more encouraged to entertain the Pro- 
« poſition, becauſe ſome pretended, That, in the 
« beginning of the War of Portugal, King Charles 
« had entred into a Negotiation for a Marriage 
« between His Son and this Infanta. And the 
« Veneration paid his Memory was then fo 


« high, 


(13) 

ce high, that every Thing he had projected was 
« eſteemgd Sacred. Monk - promiſed to ſerve 
ce the Intereſts of Portugal; and that was, as 
« Sir Robert Southwell told me, the firſt Step 
« made in that Matter. Soon after the King 
« came into England, an Embaſſy of Congratu- 
« lation came from thence, with Orders to nego- 
« tiate that Buſineſs. The Spaniſh Ambaſſadour 
« ſet himſelf much againſt that Match. Monfieur 
% Fouquet ſent one over to the King with a Pro- 
ce ject of an Alliance between France and Eng- 
« jand. He was addreſt firſt to the Earl of Cla- 
« rendon, to whom he enlarged on all the Heads 
« of the Scheme he had brought, of which the 
« Match with Portugal was a main Article.” 

What does the Biſhop here then attribute to Ge- 
neral Monk The entertaining a Propoſition, 
which as a Miniſter he could not but receive, 


and the promifing to ſerve the Intereſts of Portu- 


gal, for which Dr. Burnet could not aſſign a more 


honourable Cauſe, than his Veneration for the 


Memory of King Charles. The Propoſal, accord- 
ing to the Nature of this Relation, muſt have 
been evidently made between the Time of the 


Reftoration declared, and the King's Return, 

which the Noble Lord agrees 0 be a Story with rod Laut- 
ſome ſenſe in it, and that ſuch a Propoſal 
might be made to the General. What has the p 474 483- 


Prelate ſaid, but what the Yindicator avows ? 
That 


downe's 
Works, 
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LordLanſ- c That the General might very ſab offer 


downe's 
Io rk, 


p. 485, 46. 


lid, p 489. 


« this Marriage Propoſal to be compared and con- 
« ſidered with any others that might be propoſed, 

« but then he purſued it no farther, he left it, 
« and the Chancellor took it up. (And again) 
« The General might poſſibly be the firſt Perſon 
« to mention it, and that was all: No Nego- 
« tiation or Treaty followed upon it, till it came 
« propoſed in form, from the Court of Portugal, 
« directly to the Chancellour. If it was the Ge- 
« neral's Motion at firſt, it will appear to have 
been fo far from being embraced and purſued, 

« that it was dropt, till the Chancellour took it 
« up.” Has Dr. Burnet any where contradicted, 

nay, has he not every way confirmed this? Does 


he ſay, that the Duke of Albemarle carry'd on 


any Treaty without the Chancellour, does he not 
mention this latter as the Perſon Fouguet's Confi- 
dent applied to? Has he any where once afhrm- 
ed that the Match was. Monk's Doing? Where is 
the wilful Error in all this Account, or in what 
Reſpect has it ever been ſet right? Do not . 
lancourt's and D' Eftrade's Accounts agree with it? 
What then has drawn upon the Biſhop ſo heavy a 
Charge from the Noble Writer, who/e Deſign is 
not to find faults, at leaſt I hope, where there are 
none to find? As to the pretended Variance be- 
tween Sir Robert's Mouth and his Manuſcript, had 
it not been enlarged upon by ſo great a Pen, I 


ſhould 


| | (ary). 
ſhould have thought it too trivial to take notice 
of. Dr. Burnet does not properly vouch Sir Ro- 
bert's Authority as to the Perſon propoſing this 
Matter, but only as to the General's Promiſe of 
ferving the Intereſts of Portugal : But if we ſhould 
h pings the whole Narration to be related from 
Sir Robert, the fame Man may very eaſily be ſup- 
ſed in Converſation to call a Man; à Few en- 
trufted with the Concerns of Portugal, and in 
writing down the Fact upon Paper, to mention 
him in general as 4 Perſon entruſted with the 
Affairs of Portugal; and in that Caſe, who could 
blame Archdeacon Echard, (unacquainted per- 
haps with the Ceremonial of a Coutt) if upon the 
Strength of his Memory from ſuch a Manu/cripr, 
he ſhould call him the Portugal 5 ery, 9 
Were this Circumſtance of any Conſe — it 
might eaſily be evinced, That the was 
more exact than the Achdearen. r 11 is evi- 
dent, That the two Hiſtorians agree in Subſtance, 
however they may differ as to a minute Particu- 
lar: Their Author Sir Robert Soruthwell is allowed Lora Lanſ⸗ 
to be a Name of the utmoſt Weight and Authority, — 
whoſe Y eracity is not to be doubted ; eſpecially p 49a, 403. 
when it is produced #0 confirm a Fact, which the 
Noble Writer himſelf does not deny. And thus 
I hope I have cleared the Biſhop's Character as to 
the two Principal Facts, upon which it is attacked 
in the Vindication of General Monk. There is 


ONE 


E 
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one Paſſage more in that Treati/e which I am 
obliged to animadvert upon: it is that famous one 
where he attempts to falſify a moſt important 

Hearſay in the Hiſtory. 
Lord lan The Noble Writer ſpeaking of Biſhop Burner, 
work, ſays, “ His Lordſhip had it from Mr. Henley, who 
. 498. (c had it from the Dutcheſs of Porgſmouth, That 
« King Charles the Second was poiſoned.” Let 
LordLanſ- us then Examine this Hear/ay, upon which the 
Townes  Woble Writer defires the Credit of the reft of the 
p-496. Biſhop's Heanſays may depend. And truly a more 
favourable Iſſue could not have poſſibly been ten- 
dred, for I believe we ſhall find, that never any 
Fact bore with it a greater Stamp of Truth. It 
| ſhould be obſerved, That the Biſhop had given the 
— 4 laſt finiſhing Stroke to the Fir Volume of the Hi- 
fory of His Own Time in 1705. Therefore the 
Paragraph where this Anecdote is contained, ap- 
Burners pears to be no Part of the Original Copy, but is 


Hiſt. p. 610. ; 2 
— 2 in a looſe Sheet annext to it. In the Original 


Copy, He had ſet forth all the Cauſes of Suſpi- 
Burners Cion, concerning King Charles's untimely End, 
Hi. P. bos which had then come to his Knowledge, and had 
very candidly acquitted King James from any 
Imputation on that Head, which is no ſmall To- 

ken of his Iinpartial Spirit. Four Years after this 
a Gentleman of a moſt unblemiſhed Character 
communicated to him a very ſurpriſing Story, re- 
lating to this Matter, and attended with as many 
Marks 


(17) _ . 
Marks of Probability as was poſſible. I would ask the 2 
Noble Lord himſelf, ſhould or could an honeſt and 4 
faithful Hiſtorian ſuppreſs this? It is not of the 2r4- 
vial Nature, that it has been repreſented ; it is not a 
bare Mr. Henley told the Biſhop, the Dutcheſs of Por:/- 
mouth had told him, King Charles was poiſoned. No! 
it is related with all the Circumſtances of Exactneſs Burner ge 
and Fidelity imaginable. In November 1709, Mr. RR 
&« Henley of Hampſhire told Me, That 4 — the 
* Dutcheſs of Portſmouth was in England in 1699, 
« he heard that She had talked as if King Charles had 
« been poiſoned.” (This Talk of hers to other Peo- 
ple is confirmed, by what the Author of The Refec- 
tions Hiftorical and Political avers, and which his 
Lor dſhip does not controvert in his Lerter; 5 That this Refledtions, 3 
Lord SUNDERLAND's Pather told it to the LATRP 7 Ac 
KINo, and that his Grandfather made it no Secret, 
that he had it originally from the DuTCntss herſelf; 
for the Truth of which I dare appeal to that Noble Fa- 
mily, and to thoſe who converſed with his Lordſhip's 
Father and Grandfather.) It ſeems Mr. Henley would guet: 
not be ſatisfy d with this Hearſay, & but ee „ 
« have it from her own Mouth, She gave him this 
« Account of it. She was always preſſing the King 
« to make both himſelf and his People eaſy, and to 
« come toa full Agreement with his Parliament: and 
« He was come to a final Reſolution of ſending away 
« his Brother, and of calling a Parliament, which was 
<« to be executed the next Day, after He fell into the 
« Fit, of which he died. (Is not this Advice very 


C | conſiſtent 
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one Paſſage more in that Treati/e which I am 
obliged to animadvert upon: it is that famous one 
where he attempts to falſify a moſt important 

Hearſay in the Hiſtory. 
Lo Lan The Noble Writer ſpeaking of Biſhop Burnet, 
works, fays, „ His Lordſhip had it from Mr. Henley, who 
. 498. ec had it from the Dutcheſs of Por:/mourh, That 
« King Charles the Second was poiſoned.” Let 
LordLanſ- us then Examine this Hearſay, upon which the 
comes Woble Writer defires the Credit of the reft of the 
p. 496. Biſbop's Hearſays may depend. And truly a more 
favourable Iſue could not have poſſibly been ten- 
dred, for I believe we ſhall find, that never any 
Fact bore with it a greater Stamp of Truth. It 
Burners ſhould be obſerved, That the Biſhop had given the 
ares.” loft finiſhing Stroke to the Fir Volume of the Hi- 
fory of His Own Time in 1705. Therefore the 
Paragraph where this Anecdote is contained, ap- 
Burners pears to be no Part of the Original Copy, but is 


Hiſt. p. 610. = 
— in à looſe Sheet annext to it. In the Original 


Copy, He had ſet forth all the Cauſes of Suſpi- 

Burners Cion, concerning King Charless untimely End, 
Hi. p:699 which had then come to his Knowledge, and had 
very candidly acquitted King James from any 
Imputation on that Head, which is no ſmall To- 
ken of his Inpartial Spirit. Four Years after this 
a Gentleman of a moſt unblemiſhed Character 
communicated to him a very ſurpriſing Story, re- 
lating to this Matter, and attended with as many 
Marks 


FP - 
mag ons 


| 


(17) 

Marks of Probability as was poſſible. I would ask the 

Noble Lord himſelf, ſhould or could an honeſt and 
faithful Hiſtorian ſuppreſs this? It is not of the ri- 

vial Nature, that it has been repreſented ; it is not a 

bare Mr. Henley told the Biſhop, the Dutcheſs of Por:/- 

mouth had told him, King Charles was poiſoned. No! 

it is related with all the Circumſtances of Exactneſs Burners | 
and Fidelity imaginable. In Vovember 1709, Mr. is 
&« Henley of Hampſhire told Me, That when the 

« Dutcheſs of Portſmouth was in England in 1699, 

« he heard that She had talked as if King Charles had 

ce been poiſoned.” (This Talk of hers to orber Peo- 

ple is confirmed, by what the Author of The Reflec- 

tions Hiftorical and Political avers, and which his = 
Lordſhip does not controvert in his Letter; That this refiettions, 3 
Lord SUNDERLAND's Pather told it to the Latr? 7. 
KINo, and that his Grandfather made it no Secret, 

that he had it originally from the DuTCntss herſelf, 
for the Truth of which I dare appeal to that Noble Fa- 

mily, and to thoſe who converſed with his Lordſhip's 

Father and Grandfather.) It ſeems Mr. Henley would pgumers 
not be fatisfy'd with this Hearſay, © but deſiring to * p. 60. 
« have it from her own Mouth, She gave him this 
« Account of it. She was always preſſing the King 

« to make both himſelf and his People eaſy, and to 

« come toa full Agreement with his Parliament: and 

« He was come to a final Reſolution of ſending away 

« his Brother, and of calling a Parliament, which was 

ce to be executed the next Day, after He fell into the 

« Fit, of which he died. (Is not this Advice very 
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1 
conſiſtent with Her Grace's perſonal Intereſt at that 


Time, and with her former Conduct, when the Affair 


of the Excluſion of the Duke of York was in Agita- 
tion?) She was put upon the Secret, and ſpoke of 


if. p. sio cc jt to no Perſon alive, but to her Confeſſor: But the 


« Confeſſor, ſhe believed, told it to ſome, who ſee- 


e ing what was to follow, took that wicked Courſe 


« to prevent it. Having this from /o worthy a Perſon, 
e as I have ſet it down without adding the leaſt Cir- 
« cumſtance to it, I thought it too important not to 
« be mentioned in this Hiſtory.” And ſo, I believe, 
will every unprejudiced Reader: Had it been omitted, 
I fear This Book would then indeed have been moſt 


Ford Las @aringly dedicated to the God of Truth. Were it 


allowable to draw great Names without neceſſity into 
queſtion, I might venture to ſay there is a Noble Per- 


/on now alive, to whom Mr. Henley related the ſame . 


thing: The Biſhop told it, as from his Mouth, to ſe- 
veral Perſons, whom I can name, in Mr. Henley's Life- 
time. But J think the Noble Writer himſelf has made 
all theſe Teſtimonies ſupertluous ; and has ſettled the 
Truth of this Varrative beyond all farther Diſpute, 
even in the Paragraph where he would be thought to 


Lord Lanſ. falfify it. I employed (fays he) a Perſon who had 


downe's 
Works, 
P. 496. 


« the Honour to be intimate with her Grace, to en- 
« quire from her own Mouth into the Truth of this 
« Paſſage, (is not this ſecond-hand Hearſay, which 
the Noble Lord ſeems fo much to condemn?) Her 
« Reply was this, That She recollected no Acquain- 


« zance with My. Henley, but She remembred well 
| g Dr. 


(29) 
<« Dr. Burnet and his Character: That the Xing and 
the Duke, and the whole Court looked upon him 
« as the Greateft Lyar upon the Face of the Earth, and 
« that there was no believing one Word he faid.” 
When an Hiſtorian, whoſe Book was in the Hands of 
all Mankind, had charged her Grace, with having 
faid to others, as well as Mr Henley, that ſbe believed 
King Charles was poiſoned; and this Fa# was deſign- 
edly enquired into, in order to falfify that Hiſtorian, 
was it poſſible to have it more ftrongly eftabliſhed? 
Does her Grace even pretend to deny, that he be- 
lieved King Charles was poiſoned Does ſhe affirm 


(which if the thing was falſe, ſhe might fafely have 


done) that ſhe never told any Per ſon that the King was 
poiſoned ? Nay, does ſhe ſo much as take upon her 
even to ſay, that ſhe never gave Mr. Henley ſuch an 
Account? Theſe might have been offered as Contra- 
dictions to the Biſhop's Hearſay, but ſurely the bare 
not recollecting an Acquaintante with Mr. Henley, is 
none. It was not neceſſary he ſhould have ſuch an 
Acquaintance, in order to enquire into the Truth-of 
a Story, of which the Dutcheſs of Port/mouth was re- 
ported the Author: The meeting her Grace in a Viſit 
at a third Place, was a ſufficient Opportunity for put- 
ting ſuch a Queſtion to her. As to the Character ſhe 
gave of Dr. Burnet, as from the King and the Duke 
{were there no Objection to her Grace's Teſtimony) 
Princes are ſo ſeldom acquainted with the Real Cha- 
rafters of Men, who are odious to their Miniſters ; 


and when They are incenſed againſt a Man, are apt 


C 2 to 


( 20 ) 
to W themſelves in ſuch Liberties, that, I believe, 
their calling Dr. Burnet a LyAR, will be underſtood 
by Men of Senſe, to import no more, than that he 
had fpoken Truths to them, which they were no 

Burner: ways inclined to believe or hear. One of theſe, men- 

Hp. P. o/. tioned in the Hiſtory, was ſo contrary to the Dutcheſs's 
Intereſt, that it may poſſibly have given her a Pre- 
judice againſt the Biſhop. 

And here, as I find the noble Writer profeſſes ſuch 
an Univerſal Antipathy to Hearſay, I hall beg leave 
to offer a Word or two in its favour. Not to obſerve, 
that a conſiderable Part of the Vindication of Gene- 
ral Monk is but Hear/ay, important Hearſay; and 
that Monſieur D' Ablancourt's and D'Eftrade's Teſ- 
timony, cited there in relation to the — al Match 
(as they had no hand in that Negotiation 3 
can be — but Hearſaꝝ. Not to quote the E. 
amples of the moſt approved Hiftorians antient and 
modern, as Thucydides, Saluſt, Tacitus, Thuanus, 
Bacon and the Great Clarendon : Give me leave to 
fay, that no Hiſtory can be uſeful, no Hiſtory can be 
wrote without it. A String of meer Facts, drawn 
from publick and authentick Inſtruments, may com- 
poſe a good honeſt and dry Chronicle; but it is the 
Account of the Springs and Motives of important 
Tranſactions, that conſtitutes a Hiſtory. Theſe are 
not to be learned from fudied Draughts and for- 
mal Papers, which always furniſh out ſpecious and 

popular Reaſons, but ſeldom (if ever) touch upon the 
true one; which can * be collected from the Con- 
verſation 


18 
verſation of the different Men, who were then em- 
ploy d in Publick Affairs; from theſe compared with 
the Facts and Cireun ances of the Times, Truth 
may be drawn out by a judicious Inquirer. If at any 
time a Peace were made or a War entered into, for 
the private Safety or perſonal Reſentment of the Mi- 
niſter, would that appear in the Preamble of the 
Treaty? If a Title ſhould in any future Age be /o/d, 
will not the Antiquity or Services of the Family or 
Merit of the Perſon, be the only Conſideration ex- 
preſs d in the Patent? When the War with Spain was 
entered into in 1624, upon breaking off the Treaty 
of Marriage, between King Charles and the Spaniſb 
Infanta, which had been ſo Iong depending, are not 
theſe two great Events in all publick Inſtruments at- 
tributed to King James the Firſt's Inclination to gra- 
tify his People, who were all averſe from this Match, 
and to a Deſign of recovering the Palatinate, in the 
Affair of the Reſtitution of which the Spaniard was 
faid to euivocate? Yet if we believe the Author of 
the Hiſtory of the Rebellion (who could only learn it 
from Hearſay) the War and the Breach of the Treaty 
of Marriage were both entirely owing to a nne, 
Pique between the Conde Duke d'Olivarez and the 
Duke of Buckingham. The Rupture with France in J 
1626, and the Deſcent of the Engliſh Forces in the | | 
Jſe of Rhee, in the Paper Office wilt doubtleſs have | 
no other Motive aſſign'd for it, than a Zeal for the -* 
Proteſtant Intereſt, and Compaſſion for the unhappy 
Condition of the poor Rochellers ; but the Earl of 


Clarendon 
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| ( 22) 
Clarendon thinks it wholly aroſe from a diſappointed 


Amour of the Duke of B uckingham: Yet, whence 
could this be collected but from Hearſay ?® The 
whole Buſineſs of Life is tranſacted from Hearſay, 
and ſeldom reduced into Writing till it is agreed upon 
and concluded: Abortive Schemes and diſappointed 
Projects, and even the Steps of thoſe which have been 
brought to effect, are only to be gathered from 
Hearſay. It has been allowed as an Evidence in all 
the Courts of Juſtice in the World, and has frequent- 
1y decided the Fate of the moſt important Cauſes. 
And thus, I hope, I have fully anſwered what is 
material in the Noble Writer's Vindication of Gene- 
ral Monk, and is touched, upon only in the Letter, 
to which I now ſhall wholly turn my ſelf, in order to 
conſider ſome remarkable Paſſages in it. 
_ His Lordſhip having in The Vindication called Bi- 
dp Burnet's, 236 Hiſtory of the Scandal of his 
own Time, is pleaſed to explain himſelf, that he meant 
Perſonal and not Political Scandal, of which he en- 
deavours to give ſeveral Inſtances. 

« Were the private ſuppoſed Adventures of the 
« Dutcheſs of Orleans (ſays he) no way relative to 
« Tranſactions of State, and Fictions only of Novels 
« ond Court Lampoons, fit to be repeated with an 
« Air of Hiſtorical Truths? Her Interview with her 
« Brother at Dover, was indeed Matter of State, and 
« not to be omitted: But her pretended Amours with 
« Des Vardes, the Count De Guiche and Treville, 
all into the bargain meer French Scandal, long 


3 « ſfince 


* 


( 23) 
ce ſince bury'd in Oblivion; Sure, Sir, You muſt allow 
« the Revival of ſuch Refle&tionsupon the private Cha- 
«, racter of any Lady, much more a Princeſs, the Daugh- 
cc ter of a King, and the Wife of a King's Brother, to 
&« have been without Exaggeration uncharitable.” 
Was then a Project formed for bringing the Vew Queen 
of France into meddling in Matters of State; was the 
Forgery of a Letter, (as from the King of Spain to 
his Daughter) in order to create a Diſſenſion between 
Her and Lewis the XIVth, and the Means whereby 
this Conſpiracy was diſcovered, an Adventure no way 
relative to Tanſactions of State? Was it not a moſt 
curious Anecdote, related from the Teſtimony of a 
Perſon of Diſtin#ion, confirmed by a Twenty Years 
Baniſhment of Des YVardes, from which he was but 
newly returned, when Dr. Burnet was at Paris; and 
by which the Reader may gather the Political intri- 
guing Spirit of the Dutcheſs of Orleans, which ren- 
dered her ſo proper for the Secret Negotiation at Do- 
ver ? Does this add any Imputation on her Memory, 
if what all Writers ſeem to agree in, concerning her 
Gallantries in England, and the Cauſe of her ſudden 
Death, be true? The Story being in Novelt and Cour: 

Lampoons, does not at all leſſen its Credibility ; for 
though theſe are no Authorities to cite, yet they are 
ſo univerſally grounded upon ſome real Fact, (dif- 
guiſed with a Mixture of Invention) that an honeft 
Hiſtorian frequently finds from them very proper Sub- 
jects for his Inquiry. If I am not much miſtaken, 
The Movel, where this Amour is mention'd, was 

wrote 


Menagiana, 
Tom. Il. 
P. 222. 
Tom. IV. 
p. 180. 


Burnet's 
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wrote by a Great Mit, and a Man of Quality, (whoſe 
Character is not unknown to his Lordſhip) who was 
himſelf engaged in moſt of the Intrigues of the French 
Court, and was baniſhed for many Years, for havi 
mixt up too ſtrong a Doſe of Truth with his Fable. 


Court Lampoons, ſays Monſieur Menage, are ſo ne- 
ceſſary a Material, That a Colleftion of them is abſo- 

lutely requifite for a Hiſtorian, who will write fin- 
cerely. Let us next enquire how the Affair ſtands as 
to Treville; „Madame (ſays the Biſhop) had an In- 
« trigue with another Perſon, whom I knew well, the 
« Count de Treville, When She was in her Agony, 


c She ſaid, Adieu Treville. He was fo ſtruck with 


Burnet's 


Hift, p. 690. 


ce this Accident, that it had a good Effect on Him; 
« for he went and lived many Years with the Fathers 
te of the Oratory, and became both a very learned and 
« devout Man.” Now I would ask the Noble Lord, if 
ſo ſudden a Change from a gay Courtier to a Scholar, 
from a Rake to a Monk, could be a Secret or a Fiction? 
Would not all Paris both talk of the Event and of 
the Cauſe ? Is it not probable that the Biſhop had it 
confirmed from Treville himſelf? Was not the good 
Effect this uncommon Adieu had upon the Count, an 
inſtructive Incident worthy the mention of a Chriſtian 
and a Divine? And as to the exalted Station of Ma- 
dame, Her Memory received no new Blemiſh, by 
what Dr. Burnet here publiſhed; and ſuppoſing it had, 
he is juſtified by Queen Mary's Judicious Reflexion: 
That an Author is not to blame in theſe Caſes, if what 
he ſays be true; for if Princes will do ill Things, they 
| | muſt 


) 


(25) 

muſt expect that the World will take Revenges on their 
Memory, fince they cannot reach their Perſons. And 
let me add, That the doing it, is frequently the wiſeſt 
and honeſteſt Leſſon that ſucceeding Princes can read, 
and which perhaps they never could have by any 


other Means. 


« Why (ſays the Noble Writer) is Mr. Dryden ſtig- pn 
d matized as a Monſter of Immodefty and Impurities* s 


« of all Sorts? He was ſo much a Stranger to Immo- 
« deſty, that Modeſty in too great a Degree was his 
« Pailing. 4 Monſter of Impurities of all Sorts J 
« Good God! What an Idea muſt that give? Is 
« there any Wickedneſs under the Sun, but what is 
« compriſed in thoſe few Words? But as it happens, 
« he was the Reverſe of all this, a Man of a regular 
« Life and Converſation, as all his Acquaintance can 
« youch. You cannot but grieve that ſuch raſh Ex- 
ce preſſions ſhould eſcape from a Biſhop's Pen. It 
« bearing falſe Witneſs againſt one's Neighbour is a 
« breach of a Commandment, can there be a more 
« flagrant one than this? (Then follows an honour- 
able Account of Mr. Dryden's Birth, Parentage, Alli- 
ance and Behaviour.) „His Writings will do immortal 
« Honour to his Name and Country, and his Poems 
« laftas long as the Biſhop's Sermons, ſuppoſing them 
« equally excellent in their kind. How happy do 
I eſteem myſelf, that in vindicating the poor Prelate, 
I am not bound in the leaſt to contradict the Noble 


Lord: That I need not rake into Collections of Slan- Letter,p. 15. 


der from the invidious Invectives and Scurrilities of 


es 
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prafeſt Enemies to make good my Argument, ho 
perhaps no Man's Character has been more expoſed 
than Mr. Dryden's: but I ſcorn theſe diſbonourable 


envenomed Weapons. The Biſhop's own Words, and 


one Matter of Fact avowed from Mr. Dryden's own 
Pen, ſhall decide the Point. The Stage (ſays Dr. Bur- 
net) was defiled beyond all Example, Dxvpen the 
Great Maſter of Dramatitk Porſy, being a Monſter 
of Immodefty and Impurities of all Sorts. This is all 
that is faid of Mr. Dryden throughout the whole Hi- 
ſtory. And is it not evident, firſt, that Immode/?y 
is not here oppoſed to Modeſty, but Chafteneſs; and 
that this Expreſſion as well as that of [mpurities of all 
Sorts (which perhaps a Writer more accurate in his 
Style would have termed Obſcenities) can only be 


meant of his Dramatick Pogſy, of which alone the 


Biſhop was ſpeaking, by which alone she Stage could 
be defiled ? His Life, and Converſation, his Paren- 
tage and Alliance have nothing ſure to do with this. 
Are not Dryden's Comedies then full of O4/cenities, of 
Immodeſiy and Impurities? Does he not in one of 
them introduce a whole Bawdy-Houſe upon the Stage; 
or does it after that remain pure and wndefiled ? What 
does he himſelf ſay of his Play, called Limberham, 
or the Kind Keeper, in his Dedication of it to my 
Lord Vaughan. How it would have ſucceeded, I 
« can but gueſs, for it was permitted to be acted only 
« thrice. The Crime, for which it ſuffered, was that 
« which'is. objected againſt the Satyrs of Fuvenal and 
« the Epigrams of Catullus, that it expreſt too much 


« of 


(27) 
« of the Vice, which it decry'd. Your Lordſhip 
« knows what Anſwer was returned by the Elder of 
& theſe Poets, whom I laſt mentioned, to his Ac- 
« culery,  - L's | | 
Gaftum effe dacet pium Pogtam 
Ipſum, Verficulos nibil neceſſe eſt; 
Qi tum denigue habent ſalem ac leporem, 
Si fint molliculi & parum pudici. 

« But I dare not make that Apology for my ſelf, 
« and therefore have taken a becoming care, that 
« thoſe things which ended on the Stage, might 
« be either altered or omitted in the Pre. And 
yet, where is the Clergyman, who would not merit 
his Lordſhip's Eſteem inſtead of Cenſure, for calling 
this very printed Comedy, thus reformed and garbled, 
a Monſter of Immodeſly and Impurities of all ſorts # 
And this, this only is Dr. Burnef's Crime, for which 
he is to be unbiſbopæd, wnchriſtianed, and ſtigmatized 
as a Hagrant falſe Witneſs againſt his Neighbour. 

But now I approach on Ground, where I can- 
not march too circumſpectiy or too ſoftly. If the 
Biſhop has been guilty of any Miſtale in the Cha- 
rafters of Perſons, nearly related to his Lordſhip, 
it was his Right, he had a juſt and noble Call 
to vindicate their Memories and rectif the Er- 
ror : I wiſh it had been done with a little more 
Tenderneſs; but much is to be allowed to Paſhon, 
much to Friendſhip and Reſentment, ſomething per- 
haps to Party and Prejudice, The Biſhop was him- 
ſelf ſo ſtrenuous and conſtant an Enemy to . 

D 2 | t 


Lett. p. 6. 
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that T hope none of his Friends will pretend He him-' 
ſelf can lay any claim to it. It were as ridiculous for 
them to ſay he was never miſtaken, as for an Enemy 
to ſay he was always ſo. What I ſhall aſſert, is, That 
hitherto he has not been convicted of any one 
wil ful Error, and that alone can blaſt his Credit or 
impeach his Character. I cannot indeed agree with 
the Moble Writer, that calling Sir John Granville 
plain Greenville is a diſdainful mention of him; it is 
what the Hiſtorian has done to all the greateſt Men of 
the Nation, Lauderdale, Buckingham, Shaftesbury, 
Sunderland, Danby, &c. are Examples that recur too 
often, to need any expreſs Quotation: his Pattern 
Thuanus ſeldom joins Comes to Momorantius, Rupi- 


falcaldius, Rupiſurionius, &c. Dr. Burnet's ſaying 


Monx raiſed his Kinſman GREENVILLE, will not, 
I think, bear the nice Criticiſm made upon it. Al- 
lowing that Sir Joh» Granville might raiſe any Em- 
ployment he was placed in, yet ſurely he himſelf 


might properly enough be mentioned, as having been 


raiſed by that Employment in point of Fortune and 
Power: The ſame may be faid of the Duke of Vew- 
caſtle, though in point of Dignity it is moſt true, 
that he reflects a Luſtre upon the Pot of Secretary of 
State, and not the Pot upon him. The Merits of 
Sir John Granville in the Conduct of the Reſtoration, 
may be eguul to all the Recompence which his Royal 
Maſter did or could beſtow; and yet the obtaining 
what was ſo much his Due, might be owing to the 
Regard the King policy was bound to have for 
General 
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General Monk's Inſtances. Many Cavaliers of un- 
queſtioned and diſtinguiſhed Merit, for want of a 
Powerful Friend, did n not meet with thoſe Rewards, 
which their Services gave them ground to expect. 
That this was actually the Caſe (after what his Lord- 
ſhip has advanced) I = not pretend to ſay; but that 
the Biſhop was made to believe ſo, and was unac- 
quainted with the early Steps talen in his P refer. 
ment, I am confident. 
That General Monk was impioyed after he Re- Lett. p. 10. 
« ſtoration in the moſt important Truſts Civil and 
« Military; That he fought ſo many Battles, and ob- 
« tained ſo many Victories after the Reſtoration ; 
« That he had the Care of the City of London during 
« the Plague and the Fire; That he was placed at the 
«. Head of the Treaſury, ee the Earl of Southamp- 
« on was made Lord Treaſurer; and after. that 
« Lord's Deceaſe was again charged with it to his 
dying Day; are Fact, the Truth of which I ſhall 
by no means controvert. But as Publich Hiftory 
mentions only his Command at Sea in the Year 1666, 
againſt the Dutch, where the Victory was variouſly 
laid claim to on both ſides, and places him but once 
at the Head of ſeveral Commiſſioners of the Treaſury, 
upon the Death of the Earl of Southampton, who was 
ſole Treaſurer : And as the Care of the City, both 
during the Plague and Fire naturally devolved uppn 
the General of the Forces, theſe important Truſts, 
theſe fenal Services, may have been repreſented (per- 
haps miſrepreſented) to Dr. Burnet in a Light much 
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( 
leſt glotions, than that in which they appear 


to the 
Noble Writer. Many a Great Mame has by its Sta- 


tiotr ſtood at the Head of an Enterprize, in which no 
Perfon had leſs Share; Prince George of Denmark was 
Lord High Admiral, but who was ever leß acquainted 
with the TranſaQtions of the 4dmiralty? How often 
has an honourable Title ſtood firſt in the Commiſſion 
of the Treaſury, till a more active Man has taken its 
Place? Far be it from me to think, much leſs to ſay, 

that this was the Duke of Abemarte's Caſe, 1 


bly was not; but does it therefore follow, that the 


Biſhop's Informations did not lead him to believe it 
was?” 

Whether the Characters given of Ge Monk, 
Sir John Granville, Mr. Secretary Morrice, or the 
Lord Angltſea, be juft and true in themſelves, is a, 
Point that I ſhall not conteſt with a Moble Lord, who 
is perſonally intereftedin the Defence of ome of them, 


and mentions the others only to ſtrengthen his Argu- 


ment : But Iwill be bold to ſay, that the Biſhop's Repu- 


tation is no ways at ſtake upon this Queſtion. WS | 


x divide King Charles's Reign (ſays Dr. Burner) into 
v two Books, not fo much becauſe, conſiſting of 


c twenty-four Years, it fell, if divided at all, natu- 


« rally to put twelve Years in a Book: But I have a 
« much better Reaſon for it, fince as to the firſt 
twelve Years, though I knew the Affairs of Scor- 


et land yery authentically, yet I had only ſuch a ge- 


tte neral Knowledge of the Affairs of England, as I 


cc could pick upata diſtance: Whereas I lived ſo near 
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“ the Scene, and had indeed ſuch a ſhare in ſever 
« Parts of it, during the laſt twelve Years, that I can 
« write of theſe with much more Certainty. (And 


again he fays) © I will in the next Place change the Burners = 
« Climate, and give as particular an Account as I can Y 59 


te of the Settlement of Exg/and, both in Church and 


&« State: which though it will be perhaps imperfect, ” 


e and will in ſome parts be out of Order, yet I am 
« well aſſured it will he found true; having picked 
« it up at ſeveral times from the Earl of Lauderdale, 
ce Sir Robert Murray, the Earl of Shaftesbury, the Earl 
« of Clarendon the Son of the Lord Chancellor, the 
« Lord Holles and Sir HarhottleGrim/ion, who was 
« the Speaker of the Houſe of Commons, under 
« whoſe Protection I lived nine Years, when I was 
« Preacher at the Rolls, he being then Maſter of the 
« Rolls. If therefore the Biſhop has given an In- 
perfect Account of any Tranſa&ion during the ele 
Years, in which he pretends to no perſonal Know- 

ledge of Men or Things in England; if he has drawa 

any defeci ive Character of the Perſons engaged in Pub- 
lick Affairs during that Period; unleſs manifeft Pre- 
judice or witful Error can be charged upon him, His 


Memory will no ways be affected by ſuch Mifakes. 


He thought he could not be mifled by fuch Hands, asBume?: 
he received his Informations from; eſpecially when 2-159 


he laid all together and confidered what reaſon he had 
to make Allowances for the different Accounts, that 
diverſity of Parties and Intereſts may lead Men 10 
give : But if he actually was niſſed, or if, upon com- 
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paring the ſeveral Informations, he formed a wrong 
Judgment upon the whole, though with an Bone, 
and unbyaſ Mind; can he be blameable who has ſo 


_ » fairly warned the World how far they are to gibe him 


Letter, 
p. 19. 20. 


Credit; upon what Authorities he went, and how 
much is to depend upon his own- Opinion? 

In giving the Character of General Monk, whom 
it is faid D. Burnet tales all Occuffons to beſpatter, 
he could not poſſibly be influenced by perſonal Ill 
Will: The General died in 1669, and the Hiſtorian 
was not acquainted with the Engliſb Court till 167 1. 
The Noble Lord Himſelf acquits him of any ſuch Im? 
putation; and ſays, That what provoked the Biſhop's 
ce Indignation ſo much, was the reſtoring the King 
ce without Conditions or Limitations: Hinc illæ La- 


« chryme.” And indeed how juſt were thoſe Tears? 


Conditions and Limitations would have made both 


Prince and People Safe and Eaſy ; The Want of them 
made the greater Part of the Reign of King Charles 
the Second bear that Gloomy Proſpect, which the 
Noble Writer has /o elegantly ſet forth. An unlimited 
Power of doing Good, and an Incapacity of doing 
Wrong, would bring Sovereigns nearer the Image of 

that Being, from whom all Power is derived, and 
whoſe Yicegerents they are frequently ſtiled. Re- 
fraints from Evil will never be felt as Chains by 
Good Princes, and ſurely Bad Ones cannot have too 
many. 94 N 
And now that I have urged what occurs to me in 
Defence of Dr. Burnet, as to every remarkable Charge 
againſt 
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againſt him, either in the Noble Writer s Vindication 
or Lotter, I ſhall add a Word or two in general upon 
that Expreſſion concerning the Hiftory, That it is the 
Hiſtory of the Scandal of bis own Time, which is af- 
terwards explained to be meant of Perſonal, not Po- 
litical Scandal. I confeſs I cannot well diffinguiſh 
theſe, Politicks are always under the Management of 
Perſons, and how a true Account of bad "Meofores 
can be given, without per/onal Reflections on Thoſe 
who conducted them, is to me as yet a Riddle. Cba- 
rafters of Men are formed from a complex View of 
their Actions, and as the ſame Action is good or bad 
only from the Motive on which it was performed; 

there is no judging of Things, but from the Know- 


ledge of Men. A Comedy e or Tragedy might as well 


be wrote without Characters, as an wſeful Hiſtory 
without giving an Idea of the Actors in the Scene. 
If in doing this, a Man uſes the beſt of his Judgment, 
and is neither 5 d or negligent in collecting the 


propereſt Materials to form that upon, he has acted the 


Part of an Honeſt Hiſtorian: 1nfallibility and Per fec- 
tion are neither to be expected nor pretended to in this 
World. The expoſing the Paſſions and Parties of 
Men, their ill Conſequences on themſelves and worſe 
Effects on Society, is doubtleſs the beſt and trueſt 
End of Hiſtory, and what renders it inſtructive to 
Poſterity. In the corrupted State of Mankind, I 
fear a faithful Writer can give us only a Hiftory of 
the Vices and Follies, the Errors and Prejudices of 
Men, intermix'd perhaps with ſome /ucid Intervals 


E of 
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of Reaſon and true Policy: Such a Scene, by ſome 
will be called Scandal, by others Satyr; but, would 
Men ſpeak as they think, it muſt be too often allowed 
to be no more than the Truth. The Benefit ſuch a 
Repreſentation may afford, is ſo juſtly ſet forth in 
the Matto I have choſen from Horace, that with a 
verbal Tranſlation of it I ſhall conclude. 


Whether he bads ſome worthy Deed be done, 

Thou haſt for this a Precedent, My Son, 
Among the Choice Judicious Few, he ſaid. 

Or if from Vices vile be would diſſuade, 

Canft thou the Foulneſs of this Fact diſclaim, 

Said be, when for this Cauſe the Voice of Fame 


Blaſts This and That Man's reputable Name? 


89393 * pr 


| As neighb ring Funeral fick Gluttons frights, 
d . Whom Fear of Death to Abſtinence incites : 
N | Ev'n thus, through others rank Reproaches, wiſe 
W | From Guilt, deterr'd, our tender Nature flies. 
i" 
| | j e 
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BOOKS lately Printed for J. PEMBERTON, af the Golden 
Buck againſt St. Dunſtan's Church in Fleet-ſtreet, e 
HE Works of the moſt Reverend Dr. John Tillotſon, late b 
| Lord Archbiſhop of Canterbury, in three Volumes, con- e 
taining two hundred fifty- four Sermons and Diſcourſes on ſe- ; 1 
veral Occaſions; together with the Rule of Faith. To which | 1 
are annexed, Prayers compoſed by him ſor his own Uſe; a 9 
Diſcourſe to his Servants before the Sacrament; and a Form 
of Prayer compoſed by him for the uſe of King William. To- 
gether with three Tables to the Whole: One of the Texts | <7 
preached upon; another of the Places of Scripture occaſionally Fre 208 
explained; a third, an Alphabetical Table of Matters. The | 
ninth Edition. Price Two Pound fifteen Shillings. | 
The Works of Fohn Locke Eſq; in three Volumes, con- 
taining, 1. An Eſſay on Human Underſtanding. In four Books. 1208 
2. A Letter to the Right Reverend Edward Lord Biſhop of FM 
Worceſter, concerning ſome Paſſages relating to Mr. Locke's 
Eſſay of Human Underſtanding; in a late Diſcourſe of his 
Lordſhip's in Vindication of the Trinity. 3. Mr. Locke's Reply 
to the Right Reverend the Biſhop of Worceſter's Anſwer to his 
Letter. 4. Mr. Locke's Reply to the Biſhop of Worceſter's 
Anſwer to his Second Letter. 5. Some Conſiderations of the 
Conſequences of the lowering of Intereſt, and raiſing the Value 
of Money: In a Letter ſent to a Member of Parliament, 1691, 
6. Short Obſervations on a printed Paper, entitled, For encoura- 


ging the Coining Silver Money in England, and after For - a 
keeping it here. 7. Farther Obſervations concerning raiſing the ä 
Value of Money, & c. 8. Two Treatiſes of Government. 9. A 1 
Letter concerning Toleration. 10. A Second Letter concerning | ; 
Toleration. 114 A Third Letter for Toleration, to the Author # 


of the Third Letter concerning Toleration. 12. The Reaſo- 1 f 
nableneſs of Chriſtianity, as delivered in the Scriptures. 13. A 2 | 
Vindication of the Reaſonableneſs of Chriſtianity, from Mr. Ead- [456 93 
wards's Reflections. 14. A Second Vindication of the Reaſona- aw” 
bleneſs of Chriſtianity. 1 5. Some Thoughts concerning Education. 9 
16. A Paraphtaſe and Notes on the Epiſtles of St. Paul to the Ga- | ; 
latians, I. and II. Corinthians, Romans, and Epheſians. To which 
is prefix d, An Eſſay fpr the underſtanding bf St. Pauls Epiſtles, 
by conſulting St. Paul himſelf. 17. Poſthumous Works, vir. 1. 
Of the Conduct of the Underſtanding. 2. An Examination of 
P. Malebranche's Opinion of ſeeing all things in God. 3. 2 
7 ohh courſe 


- 


courſe of 3 4. Part of a Fourth Letter for Toleration: 
5. Memoirs relating to the Life of Anthony, firſt Earl of Shaſtes- 
bury. GA ne Method of a Common- Place- Book, written origł 
nally in French, and tranſlated into Engliſh. 7. Some familiar 
_Lettgrs between Mr. Locke and ſeycral of his Friends. The Third 
Edition. Price Two Pound Ffteen Shillings. 

A Treatiſe of the Spleen and Vapours, or deep and 
Hyſterical Affections. With three Diicourſcs on the Nature and 
Cure of the Cholick, Melancholy, and Palſies, under the fol- 
low ing. Heads, vi. 1. Of the Structure of the Spleen, 2. Of 
the Uſe of the Spicen. 3. Of the Symptoms, 4. Of the ante- 
cedent Cauſes of the Hypocondriac Affections. Sec. II. Of the 
Method of Cure in Hypocondriacal Affections. 2. Of Hyſterical 
Affections. 3. An Enumeration of Hyſteric Symptoms. Of 

the Method of Cure. Sect. III. Of the Cholick, Melancholy, 
and ally. 1. Of the Cholick. The Method of Cure in the Cho- 
lick. 2. Of Melancholy. The Method of Cure. 3. Of the 
_ Pally. C 040 Of the different Sorts of Palſies, and their different 
Caules... ' 105 Of the Method of Cure. (3. ) Of partial iriternal 
Palſics. The Second Edition. To which is added, A Critical 
ifſertation upon the Spleen, ſo far; as concerns the following 
Queſtion, #hether the Spleen is nog or uſe ful to the Animal 
_ poſſe eſs'd of it £. Price Five Shillings-. 

. Diſcourſes on the Gout, Nheumatiſm, and the King «Bol un- 
der the following Heads, vis, Sect. I. Of the Nature and diſtin- 
guiſhing Properties of the Gout. Of the Symptoms thar attend 
the laſt Stage of this Diſeaſe. Sect. II. Of the immediate h 
ef the Gout. Of the remote Cauſes of the Gout. Set, III. Of 
the different Sorts or Denominations of this Diſeaſe. Sect. V. 
1, Of the Method of Cure. 2. of the Method to be gbferve#in 
preventing the Gout, when not Hereditary, and curing it When | 
produc'd., 3. Of the Means to relieve the Patient duritig a Fit of 
|" the Gout. 4. The Method how to moderate the Gout, that the 

Ats may be leſs frequent, more ſufferable, and pf a ſhorter Dy» 
ration. 5. The Method of Cure or rather Mitigation, in the thitd 
and laſt "Crag of the Gout. 6. Of an, Arthrititis Scorbuticu Vaga, 
that is, a Scorbutick Wandering Gout. Sect. V. Of a Rheuma- 
tiſm: 2. Of a Scorbutick Rheumatiſm. Sect. VI. Of the King's 
Evil. 2. Of the Nature of the King's Evil. 3. Of the Species ot 


ſeveral Sorts of this Diane. 4. of the Mcthed wo Cure, 
Price 3 5. 6d: 


©. Theſe rwolaſt written by Sir Rich. Blackmore, Kne: M. D. 
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